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by cross-fields: measurements and 3D modeling
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Introduction

The effects of finite size and cubic shape of the sample are not well understood EILUJ
Calculation of cubic bulk demagnetization by cross-field needs 3D modeling

Minimum electro magnetic entropy production method 3D (MEMEP 3D) avoids discretization of air 3MP5-08
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Both models confirmed asymmetry Models agree with measurements for low applied ripples B_/B =1/4,1/8 1 B 2|
of trapped field. i B |
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FEM qualitatively agree with MEMEP
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